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Abstract 
In any organisation or industry the manpower is an important factor of production. The exit of personnel due to unsatisfactory 
decisions or packages by the management is very much possible. The exit of an individual from the organisation may occur due to 
any one of the two reasons or both. The propensity to leave is of cumulative character at the successive decision epochs. As and 
when the total propensity to leave crosses a level called random threshold level the person leaves the organisation. Also if the intensity 
of emotional feeling due to unsatisfactory decisions crosses the maximum threshold level the person quits the organisation. Under 
the assumption that the inter arrival times between decision epochs are correlated exchangeable, exponential random variables the 
expected time of a person to leave the organisation is estimated. Numerical illustration is also given. 
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Introduction 
The use of manpower planning is very much essential in many organization or industry. Without proper level or magnitude of 
manpower availability and also the quality of manpower available, the targets cannot be achieved. For this reason only the Human 
Resource Management is considered to be a vital branch of Management Science. The planning of the organization for future 
expansion and targets is very much based on the manpower planning. 
In any organization or industrial unit frequent decisions are taken regarding promotion, pay revision and work schedule. On such 
occasions the attrition or leaving of personnel cannot be avoided because the decision taken by the management may affect the 
individuals in their propensity to leave the organization as well as the emotional feelings. So the exit of personnel takes place on 
such decision occasions. In the previous chapter a stochastic model to estimate the expected time for a person to leave the 
organization, either due to the cumulative propensity to leave crosses the threshold level or the emotion crosses the emotional 
threshold. It is assumed that the inter arrival times between the decision epochs are i.i.d random variables. In this chapter it is 
assumed that the inter arrival times between decision epochs are random variables, which are exponentially distributed constantly 
correlated and exchangeable random variables. 
The concept of exchangeable, exponential distributed and constantly correlated random variables has been discussed by Gurland 
(1955) [1]. The expected time to leave the organization and its variance are derived, using the concept of shock model and cumulative 
damage process which has been discussed by Esary, Proschan and Marshall (1973) [2]. The concept of constantly correlated random 
variables for inter arrival times in Shock models has been discussed by Sathiyamoorthi (1979) [3]. The concept attrition especially 
in software organisations and causes for the same has been discussed in detail by Gurumoorthy (2010) [4].  
 
Assumptions 
 Decisions regarding work schedules, pay revisions, promotions are taken by the management at random time points.  
 At each decision epoch there is some random amount of contribution to the propensity of an individual to leave the organisation 

and it is of cumulative nature. 
 When the total amount of cumulative propensity crosses a particular level called the threshold the person leaves the 

organisation. 
 At each decision epoch there is an upsurge of emotional feeling of the individual worker. When its level is more than the 

threshold level of emotion at any decision epoch the person leaves the organisation. 
 The inter arrival times between decision epochs are constantly correlated, exponentially distributed exchangeable random 

variables.  
 

Notations 
Xi: The random amount of propensity to leave on the ith decision epoch,  
i = 1,2,3,..…,k with probability density function q(.) with cumulative distribution function Q(.). 
Yi: The random amount of emotional feeling on the ith decision epoch, 
i = 1,2,3,……,k with probability density function p(.) and cumulative distribution function P(.). 
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Z1: The threshold level of propensity to leave, a random variable with probability density function m(.) and cumulative distribution 
function M(.). 
Z2: The threshold level of emotion feeling, a random variable with probability density function ݊ሺ. ሻ and cumulative distribution 
function N(.). 
Ui: The inter arrival times between successive decision epochs, which are i.i.d with probability density function f (.) and cumulative 
distribution function F (.). 
Fk(.): Cumulative distribution function of the partial sum of X1+X2+X3+… +Xk. 
R: Correlation between any Ui, Uj, i  j. 
T: Time to leave the organization. 
L(t): 1 – S(t) where S(t) = P(T > t). 
b: a(1-R). 
l*(s): Laplace transform of l(t). 
 
Results 
The survivor function is defined as S(t) = P[T > t] = P [The cumulative level of propensity to leave the organisation due ‘k’ decisions 
at ‘k’ epochs not greater than the threshold level and maximum level of emotion does not cross the corresponding threshold ]. 
Therefore 
S(t) = Pr [that there exactly ‘k’ decision & epochs in (0, t)] 
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Hence the expression for S(t) is given by  
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Now it is assumed that the inter arrival times between decision epochs are constantly correlated, exchangeable, exponentially 
distributed sum of random variables. According to Gurland (1955) the expression for ݂∗ሺݏሻ is given as 
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Substitute equation (4.8) in equation (4.6) 
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Substitute equation (4.8), equation (4.9) and equation (4.10) in equation (4.6) we get 
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From equation (4.7) 
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Differentiate equation (4.13) with respect to ‘s’, we have  
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ሺ1 െ ܴሻଶ
ሾܾ݇ሺ1 െ ܴଶሻ ൅ ܾkଶሺ1 ൅ ܴଶሻሿ	 

ൌ
ܾଶ

ሺ1 െ ܴሻଶ
ሾ݇ሺ1 െ ܴଶሻ ൅ kଶሺ1 ൅ ܴଶሻሿ	…… . ሺ4.14ሻ 

 
Substitute equation (4.14) in equation (4.6) 
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	…… ሺ4.17ሻ	 

 
Substitute equation (4.16) and equation (4.17) in equation (4.15) 
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Numerical Illustration. 
E(T) and V(T) due to the changes in the different parameters associated with the distribution of the random variables in the model 
is explained by taking a numerical example. 

 
Table 1.1: Variation in E(T) and V(T) for Changes in  

 

λ = 0.5, b = 0.6, ࣐ = 0.5, 0.4 = ࢽ, R = 0.1 
 E(T) V(T) 
1 0.783 0.614 
2 0.732 0.536 
3 0.712 0.507 
4 0.701 0.492 
5 0.695 0.483 

 

 
 

Fig 1.1: Variation in E(T) and V(T) for Changes in  
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Table 1.2: Variation in E(T) and V(T) for Changes in λ 
 

θ = 0.8, b = 0.6, ࣐ = 0.5 0.4 = ࢽ, R = 0.1 
λ E(T) V(T) 

0.2 0.897 0.808 
0.4 0.825 0.684 
0.6 0.788 0.623 
0.8 0.765 0.586 
1.0 0.749 0.562 

 

 
 

Fig 1.2: Variation in E(T) and V(T) for Changes in λ 
 

Table 1.3: Variation in E(T) and V(T) for Changes in ߮ 
 

 θ = 0.8, λ = 0.5, R = 0.1, b = 0.6 ,0.4 = ࢽ
߮ E(T) V(T) 

0.3 0.723 0.524 
0.6 0.824 0.681 
0.9 0.872 0.764 
1.2 0.909 0.831 
1.5 0.939 0.886 

 

 
 

Fig 1.3: Variation in E(T) and V(T) for Changes in φ 
 

Table 1.4: Variation in E(T) and V(T) for Changes in ߛ 
 

࣐ = 0.5, θ = 0.8, λ = 0.5, R = 0.1, b = 0.6 
 E(T) V(T) ߛ

0.5 0.825 0.684 
1 0.897 0.808 

1.5 0.937 0.883 
2 0.963 0.933 

2.5 0.981 0.969 
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Fig 1.4: Variation in E(T) and V(T) for Changes in γ 
 

Table 1.5: Variation in E(T) and V(T) for Changes in R 
 

 θ = 0.8, λ = 0.5, b = 0.6 ,0.4 = ࢽ ,0.5 = ࣐
R E(T) V(T) 

0.1 0.804 0.649 
0.2 0.905 0.830 
0.3 1.034 1.102 
0.4 1.206 1.534 
0.5 1.447 2.274 

 

 
 

Fig 1.5: Variation in E(T) and V(T) for Changes in R 
 

Conclusion  
On the basic of the numerical example worked for the model discussed, the following conclusions are drawn.  
1. If θ which is the parameter of the exponential distribution followed by Z1 denoting the threshold level of propensity to leave 

increases, E(T) decreases. This is due to the fact that ܼଵ~expሺߠሻ and ሺܼଵሻ ൌ
ଵ

ఏ
, when θ increases 

ଵ

ఏ
	decreases and so the 

threshold is smaller. Hence E(T) decreases V(T) also shows a decrease. This is indicated in Table 1.1 and Fig (1.1). 
2. If λ which is the parameter of the exponential distribution followed by ܼ ଶ which represents the emotional threshold, an increase 

λ is followed by a decrease in E(T). This is due to the fact that ܧሺܼଶ	ሻ ൌ
ଵ

ఒ
 decreases as λ increases. Hence E(T) is smaller V(T) 

also decreases. This is indicated in Table 1.2 and Fig (1.2). 
3. The random variable ௜ܺ denotes the contribution to the propensity to leave on each decision epoch. It follows exponential 

distribution with p.d.f q(φ). Hence ܧሺ ௜ܺሻ ൌ
ଵ

ఝ
 so as φ increases 

ଵ

ఝ
 decreases. This implies that there is less of contribution to 

the propensity to leave, so it takes longer time to cross the threshold. Hence E(T) increases V(T) also increases. It is illustrated 
in Table 1.3 and Fig (1.3). 

4. The contribution to emotion is distributed as exp (γ), so ܧሺܻሻ ൌ
ଵ

ఊ
. As γ increases the average amount of emotion decreases. 

Hence E(T) shows an increase because emotion is less and it takes longer time to reach the threshold V(T) also increases. it is 
seen in Table 1.4 and Fig (1.4). 
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5. One of the assumptions of the model is that the inter arrival times between decision epochs are constantly correlated. If the 
value of R increases. then it is seen that both E(T) and V(T) increase. The reason for the same is if inter arrival times are shorter 
then all such intervals are correlated and hence become smaller. Similarly if the inter arrival times are longer they all increase. 
Therefore the impact of increasing correlation leads to increase of E(T) and V(T). 
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